
DUE 
DATE 

Department of E n e r g  

ROCKY FIATS FIELD OFFICE 
P.O. SOX 928 

GOLDEN. COLORADO 80402.0928 

JUN 2 0 1995 

h4r. lManin Hestmark 
U. S. Environmental Protection Asency, ReZion VIU 
A T I N :  Rocky Flars Prqject Manager, 8HWM-RI 
999 18th S u e t ,  Suite 500,8WiVI-C 
Denver, Colorado 80202-2405 

Mr. Joe Schieffelin, Uni t  Leader 
Hazardous Waste Faciliries 
Colorado Depanment u f  P U c  Health and Environment 
4300 Chernt Creek Drive S'outh 

\ ." 

95-DOE-0849 1 

Denve.r, Coiorado 80222- 1530 

Gentlemen: 

Enclosed for your in:onnation are the minutes f ro3  a mezting held with your sxf f  on 
June 7, 1995 to present inlormation on Operable Unit  6. 

If you have any questions or concerns resaraing these minutes. please call Kun 
Muenchow at 966-2 184. 

Sincere!y, 

Stever! 'A'. Shten 
IAG Projzci Cmrd ina to r  

Environrnenral Restoration 

I I Enclosure 

I I cc wEnclosure: 
I 1 C. Gesalrnan. EM-353, HQ 
I I  L. Eckman, EM-453. HQ 

K. Klein, OOM, RFFO / I  

W. Fitch, ER, RFFO 
K. Muenchow, ER, RFFO 

:3AAES, CONT;;GL I X I  :: S. Slaten. ER. RFFO 
:OMN aEcoao/oso I I B. Lavelle, EP.4 
'ATSTT133G 1 I B. Frazer, EPA 

I I  
I 1  

H. iunscough. CDPHE 
c. Spreng, CDPHE 
E. Mast, EG&G 

Fieviewed for Addressee 
Corres. Control RFP 

N. Holsteen, EG&G x: 
&Arc" SY I .  

Rei Lir. : 



Anec2:men: 1 
KAti-012-95 
? q e  1 cf 2 

ODeraSle Unit 6 
Meeting Minutes for June 7 ,  1995 

I Sediment Transport 

The results indicate that under a 100 year, 2-hour precipitation storm even!. shear stress is below 
the threshold necessary to cause scour of the pond sediments. 

Model calibration did compare results to literature such as that available from lggy Liiaoi. 

Ponds will eventually fill up due to sediment transpori from the surrounding surface soil. 

The question was raise&?E&e probability of dam failure under+mem hydrologic conditions. 
E S & G  is currently conduc:ing studies that exznine dam failure under an extreme, 100-year 
precipiiation even!. 

- 

I1 Human Health R i s k  Assessment 

HHSA calculations do not indicate any excess risk. Only AOC's 3 and 4 Dresented any risk within 
the 1 0 - C  to 10-c :isk range. The exposure scenario which drove this was ;he Etlture Open Space 
3ec:eational User. 

The data from the i 99" PC3 Sampling Projec: was seoaiaied :or its iisk evaluaticn because oi the 
varyinc sampling depths.  The 1C94 dais, wnen agarsgated on a A3C Ieve!. does noi preseni any 
excess risk. The 8-series Doncs do preseni a risk oi 6E-06. When broken down i C  an IHSS level. 
pond 5-2 presents the hignes; risk of 1 E-CS. 

Grounawater was not cmsidered in the r!sk assessneni because !?ere are no exmsux  routes :o 
crounawater wttn any or !ne exgosure ScE5~rICS us2c. 

- 
When the Cen:ra! Tenaency IS cxnsarer' IC the 3erscnaSle Maximum Exxsure (RME), it  aqears 
2s tnougn ihE 3ME overzsilraiea risk. 

Grmndwarer evaluation will be caoiuret in a ccmprehecsive risk assessment. 

I l l  Ecological  R i s k  Assessment 

The E.?A screening results were presen:ed :a DOE and the reoulatory agencies on May 21, i Sag. 
Cn June 5. the results were reviewed by the =C&G Ec3logy SiulE, FranK Verrucci, Sonnie LaVelle 
c i  E?,% the suScontrac;=: Mark Lewis. ana xoiessional judgemen: was t?piie< by the ?A 
tsxit3io~is: Mark Wicks1:s.m. As 2 result oi  iZIS meerix,  ecoiogicd cnemitals 0: c3ncem were 
selecred for botn Woman and Walnut Creek Watersheds. 

--" p 

-. 
i ne E% ca!cuialeC the cmtrijution o i  ~ a c n  source area 10 the risk ci iOX!C ex3csurE io erch 
t m r q n a t e  recegtor. Preliminary reSu!;s ;her proiessionai judsrec; inditaie ifial SeVera! poivcyciic 
2rarhailC nyG:ctar~~ons (PAUS) in ssdimen:s and cnromiilm in sails wII reaire icGher analysis. One 



of the main quesiions with respect tc! the risk from PAHs is whether there is a complete exposure 
pathway to an imporrant recepIor. I: there is not a recegtor. then there is no risk. The issue that 
needs to be resolved is the long-ten pond use and water management smtegy. This will be a risk- 
management decision. 

I V  

V 

C o n c l u s i o n s  

A working group should be established IO develop a common vision and make decisions on long- 
term pond water manaaement. This may be made up of members from the Fish and Wildlife 
Service, CDPHE, the Depanment of Energy, and :he Environmental Protection Agency. K. 
Muenchow (DOE, RCFO) and 6. Lavelle (E?A) have volunteered io initiare this working group. 

Act ion I tems  

1. The EPA and the DOE will establish a workshop/working Group to decide the future pond 
use and pond water management. 

2. EG&G/DOE will provide sections of the RFVRI Report to the regulatory agencies to ease the 
review p r o c e s z m  will be made to reduce the v o l u r n e . W h  section of the report 
whenever possible. 

3 .  EG&G will provide a table showinc percent disiribution of risk by analytes for each area of 
concern. 

4 .  DOE Site Suppon Division will provide a phased plan for pond operations to the working 
group. 


